REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Amendments were made to the specification to correct errors and to clarify the specification. No 
new matter has been added by any of the amendments to the specification. 

Claims 1,3-11, and 34 are pending in the present application. Applicants have amended claims 
1, 3-11, and 34, and canceled claims 2 and 12-33 from further consideration in this application. 
Applicants are not conceding in this application that those claims are not patentable over the art cited by 
the Examiner, as the present claim amendments and cancellations are only for facilitating expeditious 
prosecution of the allowable subject matter as noted by the Examiner. Applicants respectfully reserve the 
right to pursue these and other claims in one or more continuations and/or divisional patent applications. 
Reconsideration of the claims is respectfully requested. 

I. Examiner Interview 

Applicants thank Examiner Contino for the courtesies extended to Applicants' representative 
during the April 16, 2008 telephone interview. During the interview, suggestions to amend the present 
application to overcome the 35 U.S.C. § 102 rejection were discussed. Examiner Contino acknowledged 
that the proposed amendments incorporated allowable subject matter and put the claims into condition for 
allowance pending a final search. The substance of the interview is summarized in the remarks of 
sections that follow. 

II. Specification 

The Examiner has objected to the abstract of the disclosure because it contains two paragraphs. 
The abstract has been amended to contain only one paragraph in order to overcome the objection. 

III. Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants thank Examiner Contino for the allowable subject matter of claims 2, 5-11, 13, 16-22, 
24, 27-33, and 34. Examiner Contino stated that claim 34 is allowed. Examiner Contino indicated that 
claims 2, 5-11, 13, 16-22 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claim 1 is amended to incorporate the allowable 
subject matter from claim 2. 

Dependent claims 3 and 4 depend from amended claim 1. Therefore, at least by virtue of their 
dependence on claim 1, claims 3 and 4 are allowable. 

Furthermore, claims 12-33 have been canceled from further consideration in this Amendment. 
Therefore, Applicants believe claims 1, 3-11, and 34 are in condition for allowance. 
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IV. 35 U.S.C. § 101 

The Examiner has rejected claims 23-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed towards non- 
statutory subject matter. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 



As to claims 23-33, the examiner states: 

Claims 23-33 are not limited to one of the four statutory categories of inventions. 
In view of Applicant's disclosure, the system is not limited to statutory embodiments, 
instead being defined as including both nonspecific statutory embodiments (e.g. 
hardware) and non-statutory embodiments (e.g. software). As such, the claims are not 
limited to patentable subject matter and are therefor non-statutory. A "computer program 
product" may be entirely software, and therefor is non-statutory. The Examiner 
recommends the Applicant include the following language or similar: "computer program 
product embodied in a storage medium" in light of page 23 of the Applicant's 
Specification. 

Office Action dated January 18, 2008, pages 2-3. 

Claims 23-33 have been canceled from further consideration in this Amendment. 
Therefore, the rejection to claims 23-33 is moot. 



V. Ob jection to Claims 

The Examiner has stated that claims 2, 5-1 1, 13 and 16-22 were objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. In response, the claims have been rewritten to 
overcome this objection. 
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VI. Conclusion 

It is respectfully urged that the subject application is patentable over Chokshi and is now in 
condition for allowance. 

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at the below-listed telephone number if in the 
opinion of the examiner such a telephone conference would expedite or aid the prosecution and 
examination of this application. 



DATE: April 18,2008 



MAS/sbf 



Respectfully submitted, 

/Mari A. Stewart/ 

Mari A. Stewart 
Reg. No. 50,359 
Yee & Associates, P.C. 
P.O. Box 802333 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972) 385-8777 
Attorney for Applicants 
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